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modernized youth. But in fact, where it is not sheer con-
servatism and tradition, it is fascist. The author reacts,
with what in the final chapter, on woman, has become
furious hatred, a-gainst Western influence, against modern
trends among his fellows, and against the suggestion that
mankind might now move forward to newer, better worlds.
He is particularly impressed with the finality of Islam.
Nothing new can supersede it; he continually emphasizes
society's need to follow past tradition and heritage, and
warns against the disorganizing effect of ijtihdd on a society
which is in danger. There is, in fact, in the society which
he proffers, nothing new ; except elements of the ideology
of National Socialist Germany. These, apparently, are the
only modern Western ideas that he has been able .to
assimilate. There is the stress on vitality and aggressive
power; the distrust of democracy, of the common man, and
of reason ; the promise of salvation from the immorality and
the decadence of the floundering West. Naturally, there is
the confining of woman to her proper place, in the home.
And we may well notice one final point of his scheme
which again is good fascist thinking. Iqbal has often been
upheld as an ardent individualist, and his followers regularly
emphasize this point. It is true that Iqbal was intensely
interested in individuals, and stressed the thesis that they
are the ultimate values. Actually^ the point is obvious
enough; and any sociologist, ethicist, or theologian who is
not ultimately concerned with individuals is a menace. Yet,
although individuals are ultimate, society is primary. The
individual is born into society, and can live only through
and because of it. The determinative influence of society
on personality and on everything else about a person, is a
fundamental fact whose importance has only recently been
understood. To ignore it is grossly to err. Any sociologist,
ethicist, or theologian who is not primarily concerned with
society is a menace. The socialist wants a certain type of
society, because of the good effects that it will have for the
individual members. The fascist finally loses the individual
in the service of the mystical, impersonal ' state \ For